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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Applicant's Arguments /Amendments 

This Office Action is responsive to tine amendment filed on 3/14/08. Claims 1, 3- 
9, 11-27, 29-33, and 70-86 are pending. Claims 16-27, 29-33, and 80-85 are currently 
withdrawn from consideration. Claims 16, 80, 82, and 82 have been amended. Claim 
86 is new. 

Applicant's arguments have been fully considered, but are not persuasive. Thus, 
claims 1, 3-9, 11-15, 70-79, and 86 are finally rejected for the reasons of record. 

Applicant argues two major issues, firstly Applicant argued that the prior art 
Renzacci fails to teach an evaporator configured to cool air downstream of the air outlet 
which is disposed in a closed fluid path. 

Secondly Applicant argues that the prior art Renzacci fails to teach a condenser 
configured to heat air upstream of the air inlet which is disposed in a closed fluid path. 

However it is maintained that the prior art, Renzacci, teaches both a condenser 
26 (condenser) and cooling unit 7 (evaporator) which as illustrated in Figure 1 , and 
connected via a closed loop process. The condenser 26 is connected to the pump 22 
which delivers the solvent spray to the washing tank as denoted by arrow 23 (column 1 , 
lines 62-67; column 2, lines 1-3). The cooling unit 7 is connected to the outlet of the 
washing tank as shown in Figure 1 . As per the Renzacci reference the condenser 26 is 
a condenser and thus reads on claims wherein a condenser is configured to heat; the 
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cooling unit 7 performs cooling functions and thus reads on claims wherein an 
evaporator Is configured to cool. 

Moreover, the condenser 26 (condenser) and cooling unit 7 (evaporator) are 
disposed In a loop formed between the air Inlet and outlet of the washing machine. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made In this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,3-5, 7-9, 11, 12, 14, 70, 74, and 86 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by RenzaccI (US Patent No. 5,887,454). 

RenzaccI teaches a dry cleaning machine for linen and garments which Includes 
a rotating drum 2 (agitation device) containing items to be washing, rotating inside a 
washing tank 1 . The tank has an Inlet pipe 8 (air Inlet), outlet pipe 5 (air outlet), 
condenser 26 (condenser), and cooling unit 7 (evaporator). A solvent distiller 3 Is 
adapted to recapture a portion of the cleaning fluid. Tank 26 reads on Applicant's 
claims for a cleaning solvent tank coupled to the laundry enclosure. 

A drying air circulation system, generally Indicated as 4, connects the air inlet 8 
and outlet 5. Fan 6 reads on Applicant's claims for a blowing device. RenzaccI teaches 
a heat exchanger 15 Is Installed In the drying air circuit downstream from preheating unit 
19 (supplemental heating device) and cooling unit 7 (cooling device). A condensate 
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return pipe 16 (condensate drain/fluid drain) connects the heat exchange to sump 11a 
of the solvent distiller 3 (fluid recovery system). Pressure is controlled within this 
apparatus by a pressure sensing device 21 (pressure reducing mechanism) (col. 2, 
lines 33-36). Finally, as it appears illustrated, the laundry drum is side-loadable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 13, 15, 71, and 75-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Renzacci. 

Renzacci teaches a rotating drum 2 inside tank 1 . It is at once envisaged by one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that the rotating drum is connected 
and moved rotatingly by a conventional rotating shaft. 

Renzacci illustrates the washing machine to be side-loading, however, it is 
commonly known in the art to have such laundry machines as side- or top-loading. 
Choice in aesthetic designs was held to have been obvious. St. Regis Paper Co. v. 
Beemis Co. Inc. 193 USPQ 8, 1 1, (1977); In re Harza 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960). 
Side- and top-loading laundry machines perform the same, except they merely provide 
a desired aesthetic; side-loading means may be desirable when little space is available 
for said machine and the washer and dryers are stacked on top of one another, on the 
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corollary, a top-loading machine may be desirable when it is preferred by the user to 
remove clothes from the top, rather than from the side because in a side-loading 
machine the clothes may all tumble out when opened after a wash cycle or be harder to 
reach because the opening is too low to the ground. Top- and side-loading laundry 
machines are commonly interchangeable and known in the art; both these types of 
openings achieve equivalent washing functions. 

Furthermore, Renzacci discloses heating and cooling the air within said 
apparatus, however, Renzacci does not recite specific drying temperatures or airflow 
rates. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to optimize these features of Goldberg since it has been held that 
discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in 
the art. In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). Optimizing air 
temperatures and airflow in a drying machine is merely a result effective variable and 
has no patentable significance because a known and expected drying result is 
produced. 

Claims 6, 72, and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Renzacci as applied to claims above, and further in view of Berndt et al. herein 
referred to as "Berndt" (US Patent No. 6,059,845). 

Renzacci teaches a cleaning solvent is used to clean the laundry in its washing 
machine, however, Renzacci fails to recite what the cleaning solvent is comprised of. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
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use siloxane as a cleaning fluid in Renzacci, since siloxane is a commonly known and 
used dry cleaning solution used in laundering garments, linens, etc. 

Berndt provides motivation for this teaching by disclosing a laundry processing 
apparatus which uses the solvent siloxane from either a working tank 14 or a new 
solvent tank 1 6. Berndt's disclosure of a working tank teaches the recapture and reuse 
of a cleaning solvent. Moreover, Renzacci reinforces the idea of recycling cleaning fluid 
by teaching the cleaning solution may be collected and re-used. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use siloxane in 
the laundry apparatus of Renzacci, as taught by the laundry apparatus of Berndt to be a 
known cleaning fluid in the art. Laundry machines are commonly known in the art to 
have cleaning fluid sources to clean items therein as desired; commonly known 
cleaning fluids are water, cleaning solvents, detergents, fabric softeners, etc. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 

CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RITA R. PATEL whose telephone number Is (571 )272- 
8701 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 9-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr can be reached on (571) 272-1414. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Michael Barr/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 1792 

/Rita R. Patel/ 
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